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disputed during the period from 1873 in Canadian Chapter
politics when the hierarchy was opposed to the Liberal xvnL
party. At the Charlevoix bye-election the cures used
undue influence and spiritual and temporal intimida-
tion freely. Yet when the election of Mr. Langevin was
attacked on this score, Routhier, J., held that he had no
jurisdiction to censure a priest on account of the exer-
cise of his duty to advise parishioners in accordance
with the views of his superiors. He accepted the view
that an ecclesiastical person was not subject to the
jurisdiction of a civil court without the sanction of
his spiritual superior. This view was rejected by the
Supreme Court, Taschereau, J., and Ritchie, J,, both
negating the doctrine of ecclesiastical immunity and
the superiority of the church to the laws of the land.1
The same view was taken by Casault, McCord, and
McGuire, JJ.5 in holding void in 1876 the Bonaventure
election in Quebec on the ground of spiritual penalties
being threatened against those who voted for the
Liberal, with the approval of the Conservative candi-
date. Efforts were made by the Pope to inculcate
moderation on the ecclesiastical authorities, and after
a visit of Mgr. Conroy as apostolic delegate in 1877 the
bishops issued instructions which should have pre-
vented a repetition of the earlier tactics. None the less,
in 1878 the election at Berthier was reversed on the
ground of the use of spiritual threats to intimidate
the voters, a policy used successfully in 1932 in Malta.
Much vehemence was shown in 1896 in the controversy
over the Manitoba education question,2 but Sir W.
1	Willison, Sir Wilfrid Lauri&r, i. 253-96; Brassard v. Langevin, 1
S.C.R. 145.
2	Skelton, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, i. 440-85, ii. 16; Wfllison, op. cit. ii.
202 ff., 259 ff.

